From the Editor
The presence of hearing loss has many consequences for the affected individual. The most obvious effect of hearing loss is on hearing acuity and on communication function. The need for a more global view of the effects of hearing loss has led to the supplementation of traditional measures of auditory sensitivity and speech recognition performance by measures of perceived disability or handicap.
Standardized questionnaires such as the Abbreviated Profile of Hearing Aid Benefit (APHAB) (Cox and Alexander, 1995) can provide information about the disability resulting from hearing loss and allows quantification of the change in disability through hearing aid use. Questionnaires such as the Hearing Handicap Inventory for the Elderly (Ventry and Weinstein, 1982) provide information about the emotional and social consequences of hearing loss. Readministration of the questionnaire after audiologic rehabilitation (i.e., hearing aids, cochlear implants, assistive listening devices, aural rehabilitation) can be used to document improvements in emotional and social function.
Questionnaires developed specifically to quantify the effects of hearing loss are very useful, but they do not fully assess the impact of hearing loss on quality of life because they focus almost exclusively on communication function. The relationship between hearing loss and quality of life has been documented by the use of more global or generic measures of functional health. Generic measures sensitive to the effects of hearing loss would allow a comparison of the consequences of hearing loss with other disorders or illnesses, would enable documentation of the benefit of intervention with the same instrument used for assessing treatment of other disorders, and might be used to determine relative costs associated with treatment.
At a recent workshop dealing with the use of self-report measures in audiologic rehabilitation, the need for a generic test instrument sensitive to the effects of hearing loss and to audiologic intervention was identified (Bess, 2000) . This issue of Trends in Amplification is devoted to the topic of assessing the impact of hearing loss and audiologic intervention on quality of life. The first paper, a tutorial by Harvey Abrams, provides an overview of the techniques used to assess the impact of a disease or disorder, or its treatment, on quality of life, and introduces the World Health Organization (WHO) model for classifying impairments, activities and participation and the WHO's Disability Assessment Scale II (WHO-DAS II).
The second and third papers (coauthored by Chisolm, Harvey Abrams, Rachel McArdle, Richard H. Wilson, and Patrick J. Doyle) describe the results of a large-scale study that evaluated the utility of the WHO-DAS II in measuring the effects of hearing loss and hearing intervention. The second paper describes the psychometric properties of the WHO-DAS II and the sensitivity of the instrument to the effects of adult-onset hearing loss. The third paper describes the responsiveness of the WHO-DAS II to hearing aid intervention and the relationship between the WHO-DAS II and two disease-specific instruments, the Abbreviated Profile of Hearing Aid Benefit and the Hearing Handicap Inventory for the Elderly.
In these reports, the group establishes that the WHO-DAS II is a useful generic test for examining the effects of adult-onset hearing loss on functional health status and for inclusion as a generic measure in hearing aid trials research that will facilitate comparisons of health-status outcomes with different diseases or disorders. Recently he was one of the researchers involved in the cooperative NIDCD/VA hearing aid clinical trial. He is also involved in the study of efficacy of digital noise reduction strategies, and in the study of functioning, disability, and quality of life in adult hearing impaired.
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